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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

Hampton National Historic Site, Intent
To Publish an Environmental Impact
Statement for a General Management
Plan

AGENCY: National Park Service; Interior.

ACTION: Notice of intent to publish
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
intent to prepare an environmental
impact statement in association with a
new general management plan for the
park. A public meeting to scope
potential issues associated with the park
will be held September 15 at 7:00 p.m.
at Towson United Methodist Church,
501 Towson Lane, Towson, MD.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Superintendent, Hampton National
Historic Site, 535 Hampton Lane,
Towson, Maryland 21286, (410) 962–
0688.

Dated: March 10, 1998.
Deirdre Gibson,
Program Manager, Park Planning
Philadelphia System Support Office.
[FR Doc. 98–22122 Filed 8–17–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places;
Notification of Pending Nominations

Nominations for the following
properties being considered for listing
in the National Register were received
by the National Park Service before
August 8, 1998. Pursuant to § 60.13 of
36 CFR Part 60 written comments
concerning the significance of these
properties under the National Register
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded
to the National Register, National Park
Service, 1849 C St. NW, NC400,
Washington, DC 20240. Written
comments should be submitted by
September 2, 1998.
Carol D. Shull,
Keeper of the National Register.

ARKANSAS

Nevada County

McKenzie, Henry, House, 324 E. Main,
Prescott, 98001128

Scott County

Forrester, C.E., House, 140 Danville Rd.,
Waldron, 98001127

COLORADO

Arapahoe County

Maitland Estate, 9 Sunset Dr., Cherry Hills
Village, 98001130

Weld County

Windsor Milling and Elevator Co. Building,
301 Main St.,

Windsor, 98001129

FLORIDA

Volusia County

Seabreeze Historic District (Daytona Beach
MPS), Roughly bounded by University
Blvd., Halifax R., Auditorium Blvd., and N.
Atlantic Ave., Daytona Beach, 98001131

ILLINOIS

Cook County

Trustees System Service Building, 201 N.
Wells St., Chicago, 98001132

KENTUCKY

Fayette County

Lexington National Cemetery (Civil War Era
National Cemeteries MPS), 833 W. Main
St., Lexington, 98001135

Jefferson County

Cave Hill National Cemetery (Civil War Era
National Cemeteries MPS), 701 Baxter
Ave., Louisville, 98001133

Jessamine County

Camp Nelson National Cemetery (Civil War
Era National Cemeteries MPS), 6890
Danville Rd., Nicholasville, 98001134

MISSISSIPPI

Harrison County

Biloxi Downtown Historic District, Roughly
along Howard Ave., from Reynoir St. to
Lameuse St., Biloxi, 98001139

Hinds County

Belhaven Heights Historic District (Boundary
Increase), Roughly bounded by
Fortification, North, Monroe, and Spengler
Sts., Jackson, 98001141

Marion County

Downtown Columbia Historic District
(Boundary Increase), 704 and 706 Honey
Alley, Columbia, 98001140

MISSOURI

Callaway County

Robnett—Payne House, 601 W. Sixth St.,
Fulton, 98001136

St. Louis County

Maryland Terrace Historic District, 7001–
7419 Maryland Ave., and 7001–7394
Westmoreland Dr., University City,
98001137

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Coos County

Martin Homestead, US 1, 3 mi. N of North
Stratford, North Stratford, 98001145

NEW YORK

Cayuga County
Erie Canal Lock 52 Complex, Maiden Ln.,

Port Byron, 98001146

NORTH CAROLINA

Chatham County
London, Henry Adolphus, House, 440 W.

Salisbury St., Pittsboro, 98001143
Moore, Robert Joseph, House, NC 1713, jct.

with NC 1711, Bynum, 98001142
Snipes—Fox House, 306 S. Dogwood Ave.,

Siler City, 98001144

OKLAHOMA

Cotton County
Walters Rock Island Depot, 220 W. Nevada,

Walters, 98001147

Tulsa County
Sand Springs Power Plant, 221 S. Main St.,

Sand Springs, 98001148

VERMONT

Bennington County
Carrigan Lane Historic District, Roughly

along Carrigan Ln., from Division St. to
Safford St., Bennington, 98001152

Orleans County
Derby House Hotel, Jct. of VT 105 (Main St.)

and West St., Derby, 98001150
Jenne, L.P., Block, ct. of VT 105 (Main St.)

and West St., Derby, 98001151

Windsor County
Hartford Village Historic District, Roughly

along Hartford Main, Summer and
Christian Sts., Hartford, 98001153

Marsh, Joseph and Daniel, House, 64 Dewey’s
Mill Rd., Hartford, 98001149
A MOVE has been requested for the

following resource:

NORTH CAROLINA

Forsyth County

Kernersville Depot (Kernersville MPS), 121
Railroad St. Kernersville, 88000133

[FR Doc. 98–22152 Filed 8–17–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

Notice of Publication of Final
Procedures and Guidance for the
Siting of Telecommunication Antenna
Sites in Units of the National Park
Service

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Public notice.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service
(NPS) announces finalization and
publication of the guidance and
procedures document dealing
specifically with the siting of
Telecommunication Antenna Sites in
units of the NPS. This information was



44275Federal Register / Vol. 63, No. 159 / Tuesday, August 18, 1998 / Notices

developed to provide guidance and
procedures to all units of the National
Park System who deal with requests for
establishing Telecommunication
Antenna sites in compliance with
section 704(c) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub.
L. 104–104. This document will appear
as and may be found in Exhibit 6 of
Appendix 8 of NPS–53, the NPS Guide-
line on Special Park Uses which master
document is already approved finalized
and published.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the guidance
document will be made available upon
request by writing to National Park
Service, Ranger Activities Division, 184
C St. NW, Suite 7408, Washington, DC
20240, or by calling 202–208–4874. The
guidance document is also avail-able
electronically as a downloadable file at
the following web site: //www.nps.gov/
refdesk/Dorders/index.htm
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dick
Young at 757–898–7846, or 757–898–
3400, ext. 51.

On Monday, March 2, 1998, the NPS
published a notice in the Federal
Register (63 FR 10243) requesting
public comments on the proposed
guidance and procedures document for
the siting of Telecommunication
Antenna Sites in all units of the NPS.
The NPS received 10 responses to that
notice. Those comments of significance,
and the responses to those comments
are as follows.

Comment: The NPS should interpret
its statutory authorities to recognize that
Wireless Telecommunication Facilities
(WTF) presumptively can be sited in
parks without impermissibly derogating
park values and purposes.

Response: Siting of WTF on NPS land
may be permissible under the NPS
Organic Act, provided that, as specified
in the Telecommunications Act, the use
is not in direct conflict with the mission
of the NPS. The NPS recognizes that a
WTF may be sited on NPS land without
impermissibly derogating park values
and purposes, but declines to establish
a presumption to this effect. The NPS
does not believe the
Telecommunications Act of 1996
establishes such a presumption, or
requires the NPS to interpret the term
‘‘derogation’’ in the NPS organic act in
a more careful and limiting manner. The
Telecommunications Act requires the
establishment of procedures by which
the NPS and other federal agencies may
make federal lands available for WTF
sites on a fair, reasonable, and
nondiscriminatory basis, and states that
these procedures ‘‘may establish a
presumption that requests for the use of
property, rights-of-way, and easements

by duly authorized providers should be
granted absent unavoidable direct
conflict with the department or
agencies’ mission, or the current or
planned use of the property, rights-of-
way, and easements in question.’’ The
procedures developed by GSA do not
establish this presumption, but rather
establish several guiding principles for
federal agencies to follow.

Comment: The NPS guidelines should
explain more clearly how siting of WTF
near existing commercial and
maintenance facilities in parks can be
excluded categorically from NEPA.

Response: The NPS has provided
additional guidance concerning
applications for right-of-way permits
(including those for WTF sites) and the
NEPA process in NPS–53. The NPS
disagrees that any of the categorical
exclusions in the current NPS NEPA
Guidelines (revised June 1998) will
apply to all or most proposed WTF sites
near existing commercial and
maintenance facilities. Each proposal
for a WTF site must be analyzed
individually to determine whether a
categorical exclusion applies. If a
categorical exclusion potentially
applies, the action must be analyzed
further to determine whether an
exception to the categorical exclusion
applies. Placement of a WTF site near
commercial or maintenance facilities
does not automatically mean that there
will be no visual intrusion or impacts
on historic or cultural resources
generated from the height of the antenna
structures. Moreover, modifications,
which may need to be made to
accommodate the proposed WTF site,
such as additional access or
construction, could generate additional
disturbance and additional impacts.

Comment: The Comprehensive
Assessment should be prepared
immediately or be integrated in the
Environmental Assessment (EA)
prepared on a WTF site permit
application, and not be a decisional
document.

Response: The NPS agrees that the
Comprehensive Assessment should not
be a decisional document. It is intended
to be a purely optional, information
gathering process, for the information
and possible use of the park manager.
Finally, there is not now nor was there
ever a requirement that such a review be
completed before an application is
considered.

Comment: The guideline should
further specify time frames for the right-
of-way application acceptance process.

Response: The NPS did not originally
have a specified deadline for
determining when an application was
complete, and feels that the 10 days

(first submittal) and 10 days
(resubmittal of information for
determination of a complete
application) recommended by the
commenter is appropriate.

Comment: Where a WTF right-of-way
permit application is eligible for a
categorical exclusion from NEPA the
final rule should specify that the entire
permit process ought to take no longer
than an additional 60 days after the
initial determination. The final rule also
should create a strong presumption that,
for all other WTF right-of-way
applications, the entire permitting
process should not exceed one year
from application submission.

Response: The NPS does not feel it is
necessary to set forth time frames for the
entire permitting process. Neither the
Telecommunications Act nor the
implementing GSA procedures speak to
the entire permitting process, only to
the decision whether to allow a WTF
site on federal land. Preliminary
decisions on the acceptability of
proposed sites should be rendered as
soon as possible but no later than 60
days after receipt of an application.

Comment: The guidelines should
require expedited review of a WTF
permit application where serious public
safety concerns are present.

Response: The lack of cellular
telecommunications equipment does
not constitute a serious public safety
concern that would cause us to expedite
a review or otherwise give priority
consideration to the application. The
NPS feels that all applications should
receive equal and expedited reviews
and that each application presents it’s
own public safety concerns. In addition
the NPS feels that the 60-day Initial
Determination time period designated
by GSA already constitutes an expedited
processing of such applications.

Comment: The guidelines should
adopt a presumption in favor of uniform
fee schedules for determining fair
market value for communication rights-
of-way’’.

Response: The NPS has historically
dealt with determining land and/or
facility use fees for utility rights-of-way
on a park by park basis and sees no
overriding reason to change that
practice. We are, however, including
reference to the USFS fee schedule for
possible use by park managers as a tool
to base a comparison on if not actual
use.

Comment: Pending WTF permit
applications should be grandfathered,
regardless of whether they are deemed
‘‘complete’’.

Response: The NPS agrees that the
final guidelines should not constitute a
basis for the NPS to review previous
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decisions regarding applications
currently under review or received prior
to the finalization of these guidelines.
Applications that have been received
will be judged under the rules and laws
in effect at the time they were accepted,
and resultant permits issued under the
appropriate guidance. However, it is not
the intent of these guidelines to create
new application information and review
requirements, but to provide guidance
concerning existing requirements to
NPS management for their
consideration.

Comment: WTF permit applicants
must have reasonable access to parks to
prepare complete applications.

Response: The NPS agrees, but
reserves the right to impose such
conditions as may be needed to protect
the resource.

Comment: Right-Of-Way application
information requirements must limit
requests for and protect proprietary
information, especially involving
‘‘propagation maps’’.

Response: The NPS agrees that the
NPS is obligated to keep confidential
certain commercial information and
other types of information, which may
be provided by an applicant. Our
guidelines will be modified to remind
park Superintendents of the FOIA rules.
In addition, the 15-mile radius will be
clarified as a discretionary limit.

Comment: The proposed provisions
for Right-Of-Way termination and
suspension are unreasonable to the
wireless telecommunications industry.

Response: The proposed provisions
for termination and suspension of these
right-of-way permits continue to be
under consideration by the Department
and will be addressed when final NPS
right-of-way regulations are adopted in
36 CFR Part 14.

Comment: The guidelines should
provide an opportunity to discuss and
negotiate any problems with an
applicant during the application review
process.

Response: The NPS agrees that the
applicant should have the opportunity
to discuss those matters that apply to
the application. This would actually be
the second of four such possible
meetings to be described in the
procedures: one prior to application;
one during the initial determination
period, if needed; one immediately after
the acceptance of an application; and
the last prior to signing of the permit,
again if needed.

Comment: NPS should not require
reviews regarding electromagnetic
radiation and related communications
technology issues.

Response: The NPS is aware of the
large volume of research and

investigation in place concerning
electromagnetic radiation hazard and
wireless technology applications. We
are also aware of the radiation exposure
hazard standards set out by ANSI, and
the more recent FCC proposed new
standards for rf exposure. Considering
all this, the NPS must err on the side of
caution in concern for public health and
safety by mandating technological
review before a WTF site can be
approved.

Comment: The transfer of a FCC
license is not a basis for termination of
the ROW permit.

Response: The permittee agrees, in the
ROW permit conditions, that the permit
is not transferable without the approval
of the NPS. In point of fact, this is not
an isolated condition and has occurred
with some regularity in other utility
rights-of-way as one-company merges or
buys out another. The routine procedure
is to either convert the existing or issue
a new ROW permit to the new company
depending on circumstances. We see no
reason to treat WTF ROW permits
differently.

Comment: The procedures do not
clearly require adequate or consistent
compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act and other
relevant statutes.

Response: The NPS accepts the
comment and has revised the
procedures accordingly.

Comment: The procedures are silent
on wilderness which could infer that all
designated or proposed national park
system wilderness lands are excluded
from the scope of the procedures.

Response: The NPS accepts the
comment and has revised the
procedures to include a statement in the
Guidance section reading: ‘‘Except as
specifically provided by law or policy,
there will be no permanent road,
structure or installation within any
study, proposed, or designated
wilderness area (see Wilderness Act, 16
U.S.C. 1131). The NPS will not issue
any new right-of-way permits or widen
or lengthen any existing rights-of-way in
designated or proposed wilderness
areas. This includes the installation of
utilities.’’

Comment: Can the NPS write their
procedures to include language
requiring permittees to allow co-
location.

Response: The decision whether or
not to allow co-location must pass the
same tests as the decision to allow a first
antenna. The permit that we issue will
have a condition that, if technologically
feasible, we will encourage co-location.

Dated: July 29, 1998.
Robert C. Marriott,
Acting Chief, Ranger Activities Division.
[FR Doc. 98–22121 Filed 8–17–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: United
States International Trade Commission.
TIME AND DATE: August 25, 1998 at 11:00
a.m.
PLACE: Room 101, 500 E Street S.W.,
Washington, DC 20436.
STATUS: Open to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Agenda for future meeting: none
2. Minutes
3. Ratification List
4. Inv. Nos. 701–TA–373 and 731–

TA–769–775 (Final) (Stainless Steel
Wire Rod from Germany, Italy, Japan,
Korea, Spain, Sweden, and Taiwan)—
briefing and vote.

5. Outstanding action jackets:
1. Document No. EC–98–011:

Response to letter concerning Inv. No.
332–325 (The Economic Effects of
Significant U.S. Import
Restraints)(Action Request 98–14).

In accordance with Commission
policy, subject matter listed above, not
disposed of at the scheduled meeting,
may be carried over to the agenda of the
following meeting.

By order of the Commission:
Issued: August 13, 1998.

Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–22301 Filed 8–14–98; 1:12 pm]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Application

Pursuant to § 1301.33(a) of Title 21 of
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
this is notice that on May 1, 1998,
Applied Science Labs, Division of
Alltech Associates, Inc., 2701 Carolean
Industrial Drive, PO. Box 440, State
College, Pennsylvania 16801, made
application by renewal to the Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA) for
registration as a bulk manufacturer of
the basic classes of controlled
substances listed below:


